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Guy Christopher Mannino appeals his jury conviction for three counts of
solicitation of murder in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 373. We have jurisdiction under
28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.
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1. Sufficient evidence supports Mannino’s convictions. United States v.
Romero, 282 F.3d 683, 686 (9th Cir. 2002). The evidence allowed reasonable
jurors to conclude, beyond a reasonable doubt, that Mannino had the requisite
intent to solicit the murders. Julius Chambers testified that Mannino asked him to
commit the murders, provided him with information about the victims, suggested
ways to commit the murders, offered him access to weapons and explosives with
which to commit the murders, a place to stay, and aid in escaping. The
government presented audio recordings in which Mannino discussed the murder
plots with Chambers. And the trial court submitted notes and diagrams detailing
Mannino’s murder plots—either written by Chambers at the direction of Mannino
or written by Mannino himself.
2. There was no error in failing to provide a renunciation defense instruction
sua sponte. Mannino did not request such an instruction nor did he rely on the
defense in his theory of the case. United States v. Montgomery, 150 F.3d 983, 996
(9th Cir. 1998). Thus, there was no duty to give the instruction.
3. The alleged instances of prosecutorial misconduct were harmless given
the overwhelming evidence of Mannino’s guilt. United States v. AlcantaraCastillo, 788 F.3d 1186, 1190–91 (9th Cir. 2015).
AFFIRMED.
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